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PROHIBITION. 


[The  following  address  presents  in  substance  the  line  of  argument  followed 
by  William  Jennings  Bryan  in  the  60  speeches  made  in  Ohio  during  the  week 
of  Oct.  25  to  30  1915.] 

Opposition  to  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
rests  upon  the  proposition  that  alcohol  is  a  poison  which,  taken  into 
the  system,  weakens  the  body,  impairs  the  strength  of  the  mind,  and 
menaces  the  morals.  This  proposition  is  either  true  or  false;  if  it 
is  false,  then  the  cause  of  prohibition  fails,  and  not  only  the  cause 
of  prohibition,  but  all  regulation  of  the  liquor  traffic.  If  this  propo¬ 
sition  is  sound,  it  will  be  difficult  to  find  a  valid  reason  for  permit- 
ting^  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  alcoholic  liquors  as  a  beverage. 

We  challenge  the  opponents  of  prohibition  to  meet  us  on  this 
fundamental  proposition.  Will  they  accept  the  challenge?  Xo ! 
Because  all  history  supports  the  doctrine  that  alcoholic  drinks  are 
injurious.  If  you  will  consult  your  Bibles,  you  will  find  that  2,500 
years  ago  Daniel,  a  Hebrew  captive  in  Babylon,  asked  that  he 
might  be  permitted  to  prove  the  superiority  of  water  over  wine. 
The  prince  who  was  charged  with  the  care  of  Daniel  and  his  three 
companions  was  instructed  to  feed  them  with  the  meat  from  the 
King’s  table  and  to  furnish  them  wine  such  as  the  King  used,  but. 
yielding  to  the  eloquent  appeal  of  Daniel,  the  prince  gave  them  10 
days  for  the  test,  and  when  the  time  was  up  he  was  compelled  to 
admit  that  Daniel  and  his  companions  were  “  fairer  and  fatter  in 
lesh  than  all  the  children  which  did  eat  the  portion  of  the  King’s 
neat.  From  that  day  to  this  the  test  has  been  going  on  and  never 
mce  has  it  been  decided  in  favor  of  alcohol. 

But  you  need  not  rest  on  the  experience  of  the  past ;  you  can  test 
t  to-dav.  Select  100  young  men  from  any  country  or  from  any 
dime— no  matter  under  what  form  of  government  they  live  or  what 
anguage  they  speak.  Divide  them  into  groups  of  50  each ;  let  one 
p*oup  use  alcoholic  liquor  and  the  other  group  drink  water  only, 
md  those  who  drink  water  will  win  the  honors  in  the  colleges,  take 
he  piizes  on  the  athletic  fields,  and  prove  their  superiority  in  every 
ltie  of  business. 

UNCLE  SAM’s  CARE  OF  YOUTH. 

If  you  visit  the  naval  school  at  Annapolis,  Md.,  you  will  find  there 
lore  than  800  young  men,  the  pick  of  the  country,  selected  from 
very  congressional  district  in  the  United  States.  'They  are  being 
rained  at  Government  expense  for  Government  service,  and  Uncle 
>am  is  anxious  that  they  shall  show  the  maximum  of  efficiency  and 
apacity.  These  young  men  are  not  allowed  to  use  alcohol  during 
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their  stay  in  the  college.  Why?  Because  the  Government  believes 
that  alcohol  is  harmful.  If  the  opponents  of  prohibition  think  that 
the  use  of  alcohol  is  a  benefit,  why  do  they  not  attack  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  policy  and  compel  the  college  authorities  to  give  alcohol  to 
the  students?  And  if  alcohol  is  injurious,  why  is  not  every  father 
and  every  mother  as  anxious  about  the  welfare  of  a  son  as  Uncle 
Sam  is  about  the  welfare  of  the  boys  intrusted  to  his  care?  But  it 
is  not  necessary  to  multiply  illustrations.  Experience  has  every¬ 
where  and  always  been  against  alcohol.  It  has  been  not  only  accused 
but  convicted  of  being  an  enemy  of  the  race. 

All  hail  to  the  drink  of  drinks — to  water,  the  daily  need  of  every 
living  thing !  It  ascends  from  the  earth  in  obedience  to  the  summons, 
of  the  sun,  and  descends  in  showers  of  blessings.  It  gives  of  its 
sparkling  beauty  to  the  fragrant  flower ;  its  alchemy  transmutes  base 
clay  into  golden  grain ;  it  is  the  radiant  canvas  upon  which  the  finger 
of  the  Infinite  traces  the  rainbow  of  promise.  It  is  the  beverage 
that  refreshes  and  brings  no  sorrow  with  it — Jehovah  looked  upon 
it  at  creation’s  dawn  and  said  “  It  is  good.” 

BUSINESS  WORLD  AGAINST  INTOXICANTS. 

It  is  so  well  known  that  the  use  of  liquor  is  indefensible  that  the 
business  world  is  throwing  its  influence  against  even  the  moderate  use 
of  alcoholic  drinks.  The  man  who  drinks  is  the  last  one  to  find  a  job 
when  employees  are  wanted  and  the  first  one  to  lose  his  job  when 
employees  are  being  dismissed.  This  economic  pressure  is  being 
brought  to  bear  against  alcoholic  liquors  throughout  the  industrial 
world.  If  any  of  you  think  that  drinking  is  a  business  advantage  to 
any  man  anywhere,  let  me  suggest  a  test  which  you  can  apply  be¬ 
tween  now  and  election  day,  and  if  your  vote  is  governed  by  the  test 
you  will  vote  for  prohibtion  on  next  Tuesday.  Here  is  the  test:  Go 
to  the  best  friend  you  have  and  ask  him  for  a  recommendation;  tell 
him  to  make  it  as  strong  as  possible.  After  he  has  said  all  the  good 
that  he  can  of  jmu  let  him  write  at  the  end  of  the  recommendation 
three  words — write  them  in  red  ink,  so  that  they  will  be  sure  to  be 
seen — “And  he  drinks.”  Then  take  the  recommendation  to  any  man 
who  has  money  enough  to  employ  another  and  watch  his  face  when 
he  reads  the  recommendation — and  then  wait  for  a  job.  No  brewer, 
distiller,  or  saloon  keeper  ever  added  those  words  to  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  given  to  a  friend — find  such  a  recommendation  if  you  can.  If 
the  men  who  make  liquor  and  sell  it  know  its  effect  well  enough  never 
to  put  in  a  recommendation  that  the  man  recommended  drinks,  why 
should  anybody  else  think  it  an  advantage  in  business  ? 

If  you  think  that  a  saloon  helps  a  town  answer  this  question :  Did 
you  ever  know  a  u  wet  ”  town  to  put  the  number  of  saloons  on  any 
sign  board  or  in  any  advertising  literature?  The  number  of  banks, 
business  houses,  factories,  colleges,  schools — all  these  are  mentioned 
as  attractions,  but  not  the  number  of  saloons  or  the  amount  spent  in 
them.  Why  ? 

If  the  use  of  alcoholic  liquor  is  an  injury  and  if  this  fact  is  uni¬ 
versally  known,  why  is  its  sale  as  a  beverage  licensed?  The  argu¬ 
ments  against  the  saloon  are  as  conclusive  as  the  arguments  against 
alcohol  itself. 
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IF  A  BENEFIT,  WHY  THE  TAX? 

Let  me  pass  on  to  you  an  argument  which  was  given  to  me  by  a 
retired  farmer  in  southern  Nebraska.  He  moved  Into  a  village  to 
spend  the  latter  days  of  his  life  and  soon  after  he  had  reached  the 
village  was  solicited  to  sign  a  petition  for  a  man  who  wanted  to  open 
a  saloon  there.  He  refused  to  sign  the  petition,  and,  when  asked 
for  his  reason,  replied  that  the  town  did  not  treat  the  saloon  keeper 
fail  1a.  The  applicant  for  a  license  had  heard  many  other  reasons, 
but  neA  er  haA  ing  heard  that  one  given  before,  he  asked  the  man  to 
explain.  The  explanation  was  like  this :  **  II  ou  want  to  start  your 
saloon  for  the  benefit  of  the  town,  don't  vou?  ”  “  Yes,”  replied  the 
would-be  saloon  keeper.  “  You  think  it  will  bring  trade  to  the 
town  and  improve  business,  don’t  you?  ”  “  Yes,”  said  the  man  who 
wanted  the  license.  k*  TV  ell,”  said  the  farmer,  “  if  your  saloon  will 
help  the  town,  draw  trade,  and  improve  business  they  ought  to  give 
you  a  bounty  instead  of  making  you  pay  a  high  price  for  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  starting  a  saloon.” 

Can  you  escape  this  logic  ?  1  ou  know  that  the  saloon  is  not  a 

legitimate  business  in  the  sense  in  which  you  apply  that  term  to  other 
business  enterprises.  If  a  grocer  wants  to  open  a  store  in  your 
cuy,  you  welcome  him  as  you  do  the  man  who  wants  to  start  a  hard¬ 
ware  store,  a  bank,  a  restaurant,  a  butcher  shop,  or  any  other  place 
of  business,  except  the.  saloon.  But  if  a  man  wants  to  start  a  saloon 
a  ou  meet  him  at  the  city  limits  and  say  to  him,  uTou  can  not  open 
a  saloon  in  this  city  unless  you  pay  the  city  $1,105  a  year,  and  even 
then  you  must  submit  to  certain  restrictions.  The*' butcher  shop 
can  open  at  any  hour  in  the  morning,  but  your  saloon  can  not  open 
before  a  certain  hour.  The  restaurant  can  stay  open  as  long  as  it 
v  ants  to  at  night,  but  your  saloon  must  close  at  a  certain  hour. 
Everybody  else  can  sell  anything  else  to  anybody  at  any  time,  but 
if  you  open  a  saloon  in  this  town  you  must  not"  only  comply  with 
the  restrictions  named  but  you  must  agree  not  to  sell  to  anybody 
under  age  or  overdrunk.”  Why  do  you  make  this  distinction  be¬ 
tween  the  men  engaged  in  other  businesses  and  the  man  running  a 
saloon?  Because  you  recognize  that  the  saloon  is  an  injury,  and, 
therefore,  you  subject  it  to  different  treatment  from  that  accorded 
people  in  other  business. 

THE  ABSURDITY  OF  LICENSE. 

How  absurd  it  is  to  license  a  man  to  make  men  drunk  and  then  fine 
men  for  getting  drunk.  I  heard  this  illustrated  many  years  ago,  and 
I  know  of  no  better  illustration  of  the  inconsistency  of  the  policy. 
A  man  said  that  it  was  like  licensing  a  person  to  "spread  the  itch 
through  a  town  and  then  fining  the  people  for  scratching. 

Suppose  a  man  applied  for  a  license  to  spread  hog  cholera  through¬ 
out  this  country,  would  you  give  him  a  license?  No.  He  could  not 
bring  enough  money  into  the  country  to  purchase  a  license  to  spread 
disease  among  the  hogs.  Why,  then,  will  you  license  a  man  to  spread 
disease  among  human  beings — disease  that  destroys  the  body,  robs 
the  mind  of  its  energy,  and  undermines  the  morals  "of  men  ? 
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What  excuse  do  the  representatives  of  the  brewery,  distillery,  and 
saloon  give  for  opposing  prohibition?  They  formerly  insisted  that 
any  interference  with  the  sale  of  alcoholic  liquor  was  an  attack  upon 
individual  rights,  but  that  argument  has  been  so  completely  an¬ 
swered  that  we  do  not  hear  much  of  the  personal-liberty  plea  now. 
No  man  can  assert  as  a  right  that  which  interferes  with  the  equal 
rights  of  others,  neither  can  any  man  insist  that  respect  for  his 
rights  requires  the  toleration  of  a  system  that  invades  the  more 
sacred  rights  of  others.  No  man  can  claim  that  his  right  to  drink  in¬ 
toxicating  liquor  requires  the  licensing  of  a  saloon  which  pollutes 
the  locality  in  which  it  is  situated  and  brings  want  and  misery  and 
violence  into  the  homes  around  it. 

And  I  call  you  to  witness  that  the  brewer  and  the  distiller  under¬ 
stand  the  saloon;  they  are  not  willing  to  have  a  saloon  located  near 
them.  As  a  rule,  they  live  in  the  fashionable  part  of  the  city  and 
would  not  sign  a  petition  for  the  location  of  a  saloon  near  where 
their  families  reside.  The}^  know  it  would  reduce  the  value  of  their  !| 
property  and  subject  their  children  to  an  objectionable  environment. 
No;  they  will  not  have  a  saloon  near  them,  but  they  will  locate  their 
saloons  among  the  poor,  knowing  full  well  when  they  do  so  that  their 
saloons  will  absorb  the  money  that  their  patrons  ought  to  spend  on 
wife  and  children.  They  not  only  impoverish  the  poor  and  multiply 
their  sufferings,  but  they  increase  the  death  rate  among  the  children. 
Who  will  defend  them  before  the  bar  of  God  when  they  are  con¬ 
fronted  with  the  violation  of  the  commandment  “  Thou  shall  not 
kill  ”  ? 

AS  TO  COMPENSATION. 

And  yet  we  are  now  told  that  society  ought  to  reimburse  the  liquor 
dealer  if  prohibition  causes  him  any  financial  loss.  Superlative  im¬ 
pudence  !  There  are  two  answers  to  this  insolent  demand.  One  is 
that  prohibition  does  not  take  from  the  liquor  dealer  one  foot  of  land 
that  lie  now  owns ;  it  does  not  remove  one  brick  from  any  building 
that  he  occupies.  It  simply  requires  him  to  put  his  land  and  building 
to  a  different  use.  Will  any  man  complain  that  you  lessen  the  value 
of  his  gun  because  you  say  that  he  must  use  it  on  game  and  not  on 
human  beings  ?  4 

If  you  close  a  saloon  the  building  stands  there  as  useful  as  ever,, 
with  the  possible  exception  of  the  fixtures.  Let  the  saloon  keeper 
turn  his  building  into  a  bakery  and  sell  bread  to  the  people  who  have 
gone  hungry  because  the  money  that  ought  to  have  bought  bread  has 
been  used  for  drink.  Will  the  brewer  suffer?  His  building  can  be 
used  for '  other  purposes.  In  prohibition  States  breweries  and  dis¬ 
tilleries  have  been  converted  into  packing  houses,  pickle  factories, 
and  into  plants  for  the  manufacture  of  nonalcoholic  drinks.  At 
Salem,  Oreg.,  a  brewery  is  now  used  for  the  manufacture  of  logan¬ 
berry  juice,  the  substitute  for  grape  juice  in  that  State.  I  believe 
in  conversion.  The  most  important  conversion  is  the  conversion  of 
the  individual  from  sin  to  righteousness.  Among  the  nations  the 
most  important  conversion  is  the  promised  conversion  of  the  swords 
into  plowshares,  and  in  business  I  know  of  nothing  better  than  the 
conversion  of  an  alcohol  plant  into  a  factory  for  the  production  of 
something  which  is  helpful  and  wholesome. 
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But  there  is  another  answer  to  make  to  the  demand  for  compensa¬ 
tion.  Let  the  liquor  dealer  compensate  the  mother  for  the  son  he 
has  taken  from  her;  let  him  compensate  the  wife  for  the  husband 
of  whom  he  has  robbed  her ;  let  him  compensate  the  children  for  the 
father  whom  he  has  first  transformed  into  a  brute  and  then  driven 
to  suicide.  Let  him  compensate  those  whom  he  has  wronged  by 
restoring  to  them  the  priceless  value  of  homes  ruined  and  lives 
wrecked,  and  then  society  will  be  glad  to  compensate  him  for  what¬ 
ever  pecuniary  loss  he  may  suffer  by  the  closing  of  a  business  which 
he  knew  to  be  harmful — a  business  which  can  not  thrive  except  as 
the  community  suffers. 

Does  the  liquor  dealer  intend  to  make  restitution  for  what  he  has 
taken  in  the  past?  No!  He  is  not  even  willing  to  protect  society 
from  the  evils  which  daily  flow  from  his  business. 

LET  THEM  IMPOUND  THE  TAILINGS. 

A  few  years  ago  I  was  traveling  in  the  mountains  of  Arizona  and 
my  attention  was  called  to  a  muddy  pond  by  the  side  of  the  road. 
It  was  so  different  from  the  clear  mountain  pool  that  I  inquired  about 
it.  and  this  was  the  explanation.  In  the  early  days  the  stamp  mills 
poured  the  tailings  into  the  mountain  streams,  but  the  peojile  below 
complained  that  the  water  which  they  had  to  use  was  polluted. 
This  complaint  resulted  in  the  passage  of  a  law  that  compelled  the 
stamp  mill  to  impound  its  tailings,  and  now  when  the  precious  metal 
is  extracted  from  the  rocks  the  worthless  stuff  that  remains  is  im¬ 
pounded  and  the  waters  that  flow  down  the  mountain  streams  are 
pure. 

A  hy  not  make  the  brewer,  the  distiller,  and  the  saloon  keeper  im¬ 
pound  their  tailings  ?  They  draw  the  young  men  of  the  country  into 
their  places  of  business,  they  crush  them,  they  disfigure  them,  they 
extract  from  them  all  that  is  precious,  and  then  they  pour  the  tail¬ 
ings  out  upon  society — they  make  society  pay  for  the  insane,  the 
pauper,  and  the  criminal.  Instead  of  asking  society  to  compensate 
them  for  the  small  pecuniary  loss  that  they  may  suffer  from  the 
abolishing  of  the  manufacture  and  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
they  ought  to  be  grateful  for  the  favors  which  have  been  shown  them. 
They  have  by  far  the  best  of  the  bargain,  even  on  the  low  plane  of 
dollars  and  cents.  They  have  taken  from  society  immeasurably  more 
than  the}’  have  paid  back  to  society. 

TO  BUSINESS  MEN. 

A  word  to  the  business  men  of  Ohio.  Why  do  you  enter  into  a 
copartnership  with  the  brewer,  distiller,  and  saloon  keeper  against 
the  people  with  whom  you  deal?  Your  trade,  especially  that  of  Cin¬ 
cinnati.  is  with  the  territory  south  of  you.  The  city  of  Cincinnati 
built  a  railroad  into  the  South  for  the  purpose  of  developing  com¬ 
merce  with  that  section.  The  Southern  States  with  which  Ohio  has 
business  dealings  are  now  dry,  with  the  exception  of  Ken  tuck}7,  and 
in  that  State  a  large  majoritv  of  the  counties  are  dry,  Kentucky  hav¬ 
ing  the  county  unit,  which  Ohio  abolished  last  year.  In  the  State  of 
Ohio  501,000  voted  for  prohibition  last  year,  and  yet  a  considerable 
majority  of  the  large  business  men  of  the  State  have  been  unwise 
enough  to  enter  into  copartnership  with  the  saloon,  a  business  which 
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is  not  only  the  open  enemy  of  the  home  and  a  corrupting  influence 
in  politics,  but  is  destructive  of  economic  strength  and  efficiency. 

A  year  ago  the  business  men  of  the  larger  cities  of  Ohio  joined  the 
liquor  interests  in  disfranchising  the  farmers  of  the  State.  You  then 
had  the  county  unit  and  the  farmer  had  a  voice  in  determining 
whether  saloons  should  be  licensed  in  the  county,  but  you  have  taken 
that  right  from  him  at  the  bidding  of  the  liquor  interests.  You  have 
returned  to  the  city  unit,  and  instead  of  limiting  the  sale  of  liquor  to 
those  living  in  the  city — that  is,  to  those  who  are  responsible  for  the 
granting  of  the  license — you  permit  a  saloon  keeper  in  a  town  to  sell 
to  the  inhabitants  of  all  the  country  round  about.  You  allow  the 
saloon  keeper  to  fill  a  country  boy  with  alcoholic  liquor  and  send  him 
out  into  the  country  to  spread  terror  in  his  neighborhood,  and  yet  you 
deny  a  vote  to  those  whose  peace  is  disturbed  and  whose  lives  are 
menaced. 

THE  SALOON  A  NUISANCE. 

Why  is  a  slaughterhouse  a  nuisance?  Because  its  noisome  odors 
can  not  be  confined  to  the  land  on  which  it  is  situated.  And  who  has 
a  right  to  complain  of  a  slaughterhouse?  Everyone  has  a  right  to 
complain  as  soon  as  the  odors  of  the  slaughterhouse  reach  him.  And 
why  is  a  saloon  a  nuisance?  Because  its  evil  influences  can  not  be 
confined  to  the  block  in  which  it  is  located  or  to  the  city  which  licenses 
it  to  do  business.  And  who  has  a  right  to  complain  of  a  saloon? 
Everyone  who  lives  within  the  radius  of  its  evil  influence — everyone 
who  suffers  from  the  use  of  the  liquor  which  it  sells. 

You  need  not  be  surprised  if  these  disfranchised  farmers  ad¬ 
minister  political  punishment  to  those  who  have  deprived  them  of  the 
right  to  protect  themselves  against  the  saloon.  Last  year  their  choice 
was  between  the  county  unit  and  State  prohibition ;  to-day  with  the 
county  unit  gone  their  only  hope  is  in  State  prohibition  which  es¬ 
tablishes  a  still  larger  unit  and  gives  security  over  a  greater  area. 

AN  INJUSTICE  TO  GERMAN-AMERICANS. 

A  word  also  to  the  German- Americans.  A  great  many  of  the  citi¬ 
zens  of  Ohio  are  of  German  birth  or  ancestry,  and  an  effort  has  been 
made  to  identify  them  with  the  liquor  interests.  The  German-Ameri- 
can  brewers  have  done  injustice  to  those  of  their  name  and  race  by 
the  attempt  to  make  it  appear  that  prohibition  was  an  attack  upon 
all  German- Americans,  whereas  it  is  simply  an  attack  upon  a  busi¬ 
ness.  The  liquor  question  raises  a  moral  issue,  and  no  real  friend  of 
the  German-American  will  attempt  to  draw  a  line  between  him  and 
the  rest  of  the  country  on  a  moral  question.  Already  the  German- 
American  organizations  are  giving  voice  to  the  rising  protest  against 
the  selfish  and  sordid  attempt  which  those  engaged  in  the  liquor 
business  have  made  to  turn  the  liquor  question  into  a  race  question. 
The  German-American  Alliance  in  New  York  has  within  a  year 
adopted  a  resolution  demanding  that  representatives  of  the  liquor 
traffic  speak  for  themselves  and  not  for  the  German-American  Alli¬ 
ance  when  they  appear  before  legislative  bodies.  And  the  German- 
American  Alliance  of  the  United  States  at  its  national  meeting  at 
San  Francisco  a  few  months  ago,  instead  of  declaring  against  pro¬ 
hibition,  declared  in  favor  of  reforming  the  saloon. 


PROHIBITION. 


9 


The  alliance  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  its  refusal  to  be  made  the 
mouthpiece  of  the  brewers  in  their  fight  against  prohibition,  but  the 
plea  for  the  reform  of  the  saloon  comes  too  late.  It  might  have  been 
effective  a  few  years  ago,  but  the  saloon  has  sinned  away  its  day  of 
grace.  It  made  itself  the  ally  of  the  gambling  house  and  the  brothel ; 
it  allowed  itself  to  become  a  bureau  of  information  on  crimes  and 
the  center  of  every  political  and  social  disease.  It  is  too  late  to  begin 
the  work  of  purification ;  if  it  is  to  be  washed  and  made  clean,  let  it 
be  at  the  morgue  when  it  lies  in  state  with  its  victims. 

“blind  tigers.” 

The  opponents  of  prohibition  having  been  driven  from  every 
other  position  have  fallen  back  upon  their  final  stand,  namely,  that 
prohibition  does  not  prohibit.  They  tell  us  that  the  law  can  not  be 
enforced;  that  liquor  will  be  sold  anjdiow.  They  are  the  only  ele¬ 
ment  of  society  that  announces  in  advance  that  it  will  not  obey  the 
law ;  it  is  the  only  element  that  boasts  of  lawlessness,  but  even"  here 
the  facts  are  a  complete  answer.  Statistics  show  that  in  this  State 
there  is  more  illicit  selling  in  wet  counties  than  in  dry  counties. 
Only  a  few  months  ago  the  saloon  keepers  of  Cleveland  sent  a  delega¬ 
tion  to  the  governor  to  complain  of  the  selling  of  liquor  without 
license.  Those  who  paid  the  license  protested  against  those  who  were 
selling  without  sharing  the  burden  of  the  tax. 

But  the  very  language  which  the  advocates  of  the  saloon  use  in 
describing  illicit  sales  shows  that  they  understand  the  nature  of  their 
business.  When  they  speak  of  the  place  where  liquor  is  sold  without 
license,  what  name  do  they  use?  Do  they  call  the  place  a  blind  sheep 
or  a  blind  goat?  No!  They  call  it  a  “  blind  tiger.”  They  name  it 
after  an  animal  which  is  ferocious  by  nature — they  know  the  nature 
of  the  saloon.  Well,  if  a  tiger  was  after  my  boy,  I  would  rather  have 
it  a  blind  tiger  than  one  which  could  see.  Wouldn’t  you?  If  a  tiger 
is  blind,  you  must  look  it  up ;  if  it  can  see,  it  can  look  you  up.  The 
man  who  sells  without  license  must  dodge  around  and  "keep  himself 
concealed,  but  the  licensed  saloon  plants  itself  in  the  most  conspicu¬ 
ous  places  and  sends  out  its  invitation  to  all. 

LIKENED  TO  A  RATTLESNAKE. 

One  of  the  men  imported  into  Ohio  to  defend  the  saloon  has  gone 
even  further  than  those  who  talk  of  blind  tigers.  He  asks,  “  Would 
you  not  rather  keep  a  rattlesnake  in  a  glass  case  than  allow  it  to  run 
loose  in  the  alley?”  But  why  keep  a  rattlesnake  at  all?  Why  not 
kill  it  ?  How  many  families  would  be  willing  to  keep  a  rattlesnake 
in  the  house,  even  in  a  glass  case?  It  must  have  something  to  eat. 
and  those  who  feed  it  are  always  in  danger  of  being  bitten.^  But  to 
liken  the  saloon  to  a  rattlesnake — what  a  confession !  And  what  an 
apt  illustration  it  is.  It  must  have  been  by  inadvertence  that  the 
speaker  selected  man’s  earliest  enemy  on  earth,  for  was  it  not  the 
serpent  that  deceived  the  first  pair  in  the  garden?  And  has  it  not 
lived  ever  since  under  the  curse  then  pronounced  upon  it?  Is  there 
not  additional  reason  to-day  why  the  seed  of  the  woman  should  bruise 
this  serpent’s  head?  Is  not  woman  to-day  the  greatest  enemy  of  the 
saloon  ?  All  praise  to  the  good  women  of  the  country  whose  love  for 
their  children  and  interest  in  their  country  make  them  an  increasing 


10 


PROHIBITION. 


influence  on  the  side  of  temperance  and  in  support  of  all  legislation 
which  has  for  its  object  the  protection  of  society  from  the  effects  of 
alcoholic  liquor. 

The  voters  of  Ohio  have  an  advantage  to-day  over  those  who  voted 
on  this  subject  a  year  ago.  A  year  ago  the  people  of  this  State  knew 
how  ruinous  alcohol  is  to  the  individual,  to  the  home,  and  to  society. 
They  knew  of  the  enormous  burden  which  the  worshipers  of  the  god 
of  drink  fasten  upon  the  country.  Two  billions  and  a  half  a  year  for 
intoxicating  liquor.  Think  of  it !  Nearly  twice  the  cost  of  our  Fed¬ 
eral  Government,  and  nearly  three  times  the  cost  of  education  in  this 
country  from  the  kindergarten  to  the  university.  Is  not  this  appall¬ 
ing?  In  two  years  the  drink  bill  would  gridiron  the  United  States 
with  macadam  highways  12  miles  apart  east  and  west,  north  and 
south,  and  yet  instead  of  this  money  being  used  for  good  roads  it  is 
being  used  to  pave  the  way  to  perdition. 

WAR  FURNISHES  NEW  EVIDENCE. 

Yes;  a  year  ago  the  voters  of  Ohio  knew  the  arguments  that  can  be 
made  against  alcohol  in  time  of  peace  but  during  the  last  12  months 
the  war  in  Europe  has  thrown  a  ghastly  light  upon  the  evils  of  in¬ 
temperance.  Whatever  difference  of  opinion  there  may  be  as  to  the 
cause  of  the  war.  or  as  to  its  conduct  all  must  agree  that  the  nations 
at  war  believe  that  they  are  in  a  life  and  death  struggle  and  all  are 
appealing  to  the  patriotism  of  their  people.  And  yet  patriotism, 
that  impulse,  intangible,  invisible,  but  eternal,  which  has  throughout 
the  ages  led  countless  millions  to  offer  themselves  a  sacrifice  upon 
their  country’s  altar,  is  no  match  for  the  appetite  for  drink.  Loyalty 
to  Gambrinus  and  Bacchus  and  Barleycorn  is  greater  than  loyalty 
to  King  or  Kaiser  or  Czar.  The  belligerent  nations  have  been  com¬ 
pelled  to  give  attention  to  the  subject  of  drink.  Russia  has  abolished 
the  sale  of  alcohol  throughout  her  vast  domain;  France  has  legis¬ 
lated  against  the  sale  of  absinthe;  Germany  has  lessened  the  hours 
of  the  saloon  and  lowered  the  alcoholic  content  in  beer;  and  Great 
Britain  has  laid  restriction  after  restriction  upon  the  saloon,  lessen¬ 
ing  the  hours  and  forbidding  treating.  Why  shall  we  not  learn  with¬ 
out  war  what  the  war  has  taught  the  European  nations. 

THE  BEST  PREPARATION. 

There  is  talk  of  preparedness  and  some  urge  us  to  get  ready  for 
war.  I  do  not  agree  with  those  who  think  we  are  in  danger,  but  I  am 
willing  to  join  them  in  one  kind  of  preparation.  If  this  Nation  is 
ever  attacked  our  supreme  need  will  be  men — men  whose  brains  are 
clear ;  men  whose  nerves  are  steady ;  men  who  have  no  appetite  that 
will  rob  them  of  their  love  of  country  in  the  Nation’s  crucial  hour. 
Why  not  prepare  by  driving  alcohol  out  of  the  United  States  ?  Then 
if  an  attack  comes  every  American  will  be  a  man  ready  to  do  a  man’s 
duty  and  their  bodies  will  be  a  wall  around  our  land. 

«> 

GROWTH  OF  PROHIBITION. 

And  now  a  word  as  to  politics.  I  am  a  Democrat.  I  began  making 
Democratic  speeches  35  years  ago  and  have  been  in  every  congres¬ 
sional  campaign  since,  except  the  campaign  of  1898,  when  I  was  in 
the  Army.  I  have  been  on  the  firing  line  all  these  years — the  only 
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Peace  I  have  had  was  when  I  was  a  soldier.  I  have  been  in  national 
politics  for  25  years  and  it  is  now  19  years  since  I  commenced  to  run 
for  President.  I  have  been  interested  in  reforms  and  have  rejoiced 
to  see  some  reforms  successful,  but  it  has  taken  a  long  time.  It  took 
21  years  to  secure  the  popular  election  of  United  States  Senators ; 
it  took  nearly  18  years  to  secure  an  income-tax  amendment  to  the 
Constitution,  and  the  fight  for  the  initiative  and  referendum  has 
been  going  on  nearly  that  long.  .Events  are  moving  more  rapidlv 
now,  but  I  have  never  known  an}7  reform  to  grow  as  fast  in  five  vears 
as  prohibition  has  grown  during  the  last  five  years,  and  it  has 
grown  more  rapidly  in  the  last  year  than  in  the  four  years  preceding. 

We  now  have  19  dry  States  and  10  of  them  have  gone  dry  within  the 
last  18  months. 

Democrat  need  apologize  for  being  in  favor  of  prohibition. 
Ur  the  1.)  prohibition  States  10  of  them  go  Democratic  at  every  elec¬ 
tion,  and  other  Democratic  States  will  soon  be  added  to  the  list, 
.republicans  used  to  make  fun  of  us  Democrats;  they  used  to  say  that 
they  could  tell  a  Democrat  by  the  color  of  his  nose  or  by  the  wobble 
of  his  walk.  They  can  not  make  fun  of  us  now.  The  Democratic 
States  are  leading  in  the  fight  and  the  Republicans  must  help  to 
make  Ohio  dry,  if  they  want  to  be  in  the  same  class  with  the  Demo¬ 
crats.  It  will  be  a  benefit  to  both  parties  to  get  rid  of  the  liquor 
element  which  owes  allegiance  to  no  party,  and  is  interested  in  no 
principles  of  government.  It  is  solely  concerned  with  the  monev  to 
be  derived  from  the  sale  of  liquor.  The  time  has  come  to  rid  alf  the 
parties  of  the  domination  of  this  element  which  disgraces  the  party 
while  it  controls  it  and  betrays  it  if  its  control  is  resisted.  Let  me 
make  a  proposition  to  the  Republicans  of  Ohio.  If  you  will  do  your 
best  to  drive  the  liquor  interests  out  of  your  party,  I  will  do  what  I 
can  to  rid  the  Democratic  Party  of  the  liquor  interests— and  this  is 
not  a  matter  of  sentiment ;  it  is  a  matter  of  necessity.  There  are 
great  questions  to  be  dealt  wit]i  and  we  can  not  expect  any  aid  from 
those  whose  only  interest  is  in  the  liquor  business.  And  then,  too,  if 
one  party  expels  the  liquor  interest  the  other  party  is  compelled  to 
o  so  as  a  mattei  of  self -protection.  If  we  dnye  the  liquor  interests 
out  of  the  Democratic  Party  and  the  Republican  Party  receives 
hem,  then  the.  Republican  Party  will  get*  all  of  our  bad  men.  and 
Heaven  knows  it  has  enough  bad  men  already.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  Republican  Party  drives  out  the  liquor  interests  and  we  welcome 
I  them,  we  will  get  the  bad  men  of  the  Republican  Party— and  we 
f  haven  t  room  for  any  more  bad  men  than  we  now  have. 

MEET  COMBINATION  WITH  COOPERATION. 

II  hy  not  meet  combination  with  cooperation  ?  The  liquor  inter¬ 
ests  combine  against  society;  why  should  not  the  Democrats  and 
'Republicans  cooperate  against  the  liquor  interests?  Let  us  for  one 
day  lay  aside  the  tariff  question,  the  trust  question,  the  money  ques¬ 
tion,  and  other  national  questions  upon  which  we  differ  and  unite  to 
ree  the  State  from  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  alcoholic  liquor,  and 
tfffei\Te  S  i  ready  for  the  larger  task  which  is  not  many  years 

i-  ^as ^  Nation  of  alcohol,  its  worst  enemy,  and 

of  the  liquor  traffic,  its  greatest  evil. 
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